Appl. No. 10/712,153 
Amdt. Dated 11/21/2006 

Reply to Non-Final Office Action of 08/21/2006 

REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

For the convenience of the Examiner and clarity of purpose, Applicant has reprinted 

below the substance of the Office Action. Applicant's arguments immediately follow in regular 
font. 



2, elainss 36-3?, anS 42-45 are i«j«tejJ Uisder JS U,S,C. !<S<»>as beiagBnScipswdby 

Bixemnan et al. <US fi^j'Si?'**), 

Hegctniihg elaims 36, J? BiximmaiietJii). iSscJtsses an oiQeafsoiiling s^rvscs tCirf 
ased ft> acmaJe a do*tiJiate valve thai, is noi as-fociaia} with t)w wmce Ksci (4;4-6). The 
ioo) itjcjudeii » ob«««t holdicg SMvice cooJ inoMes a sleeit-e US hsvfjsg a kxsf^ m 
the cijcct is slidaWy and seaiisigiy «ngiagid. Tlse tool is adapted te siKJil^ rekaae She 
objset with sufiicieni f^essofe aj)}iii«ite tha objacttosassea irestjaimngdifviais hsMins 
Uic object » feScaw (he (.jfcgerts 

Rugutdin^ daiftt }$: Itixemsm^ al. fWrUiw t«at^ jtti isidstkjB string iSsil 
ijidudes iia object activated vsJvc 50 sdaptts.! to fenseive tSsc c^^t IftS fttsss the tixfJ a«d 
cswiie a fiow pa;U changis iti iix vaiv«. w (kai the ve^. SO iatlirecdy eeeeiuss tin 
tibjtcl vitt thc ertoovs;^ mchani-tm IS4, 



Without acceding to the Office's rejection of claims 36 - 38, Applicant has chosen to 
amend claim 38 by incorporating therein the limitations from claims 36 and 39. Thus, claims 36 
and 39 have been canceled. Applicant submits that claim 38 is now allowable. Reconsideration 
and withdrawal of this rejection is requested. 



Sfgtir^tng claim 42, 4X 45: BixsniEan ct al. disc5<is<Sii s v«dv« system tu a wtrli 
that ecsttiprisfiS an isoiaiion string Uw! includes tfis R>lb\ving ifeatsjfes; 

> i\n uprtav psckor 7. 

vsJvt! so JS ivMiX i\m itiSiuna 4, iists ^cifwaijy trssiicistes ihaa 
the iibove Vit!v«s can be i<x»ted i»t^'Uiii«re within the gwst ^^6ki»g 
tool W twid at« tt« J)^Bits^d te Iseitsg withiRthe semee scxrt. 
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> Ab object ht^Jing semce iooS {S:4S-6;2) csupied to *e (5l^s«»d 

cAjeciaciivsseU vi^ve wtere the ebjceiscfivsfeAvsive receives ^se 
trfjjisci &m) fee service uwi. 
R$:gar4>n8 dctlm 44: llss oisfect activated v«h« iftclssdss a pistoa 148 adapied to 
sVle;Mlp»rtiaiiy assist la«tosi!^ theWve. 



Without acceding to the Office's rejection of independent claim 42, Applicant has chosen 
to cancel claims 42, 43 and 44. These amendments overcome the stated rejections. 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection is requested. 

Without acceding to the Office's rejection of claim 45, AppUcant has chosen to amend 
claim 45 by incorporating therein the limitations from claim 46. Claim 46 has been canceled. 
Applicant submits that claim 45 is now allowable. These amendments overcome the stated 
rejections. Reconsideration and withdrawal of these rejections is requested. 



3. Claiiaa 1-34, 40, ana 41 we aJtewed, 

4. Clainw 32, 1% 46, atKl 47 airs oi^eeKa 16 ss being aependeist iiptin a nge««cJ biuie iijaim, 
titit womM be aibwsbfie if MwritKa in iadepetideni fisaa aicii^g ail cf the (imiiiiiivttia of the 
hase clainv $5^d any iiitefvetttRS daiicts: 

Applicant notes that claim 32 depends from allowed claim 31 and, therefore, is not 
objectionable. Reconsideration and withdrawal of this objection is requested. 

As noted above, the limitations of claim 39 have been added to newly-independent claim 

38 and claim 39 has been canceled. Similarly, the limitations of claim 46 have been added to 

independent claim 45, claim 46 has been canceled, and claim 47 has been amended to depend 

from claim 45. Reconsideration and withdrawal of these objections is requested. 
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6 . Aj^Ucani's srBiiwents filed Augiist 07*, 2006 have seen fully consideied but mey are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant has argued that Htxsnman M al. does not teach tiiat the bypass vaivc SO 
can be activated by aii objeit rtleased by the service tooL 

In response, the exafliiner noies that the vaive SO is lodireedy aetjvated by object 
1*3 whitli will caase the increase m jstessiire m the tubing, stnng 8 needed to start: the 
activation of the valve. As: noted in column S, lines 6-1 1 and 60-67 and coiumn 9, lines 
)-3 and 22t2S, the bypass valve is activated by a ttibing string pressure thai is greater 
thin the tubing prcssore used to set the packer. This atdieates that the bal! 103 sittii^ in 
the cnjssover mechanism: is v«hat caused the pnissute to increase to the point neceiisary to 
activate the bypass valve as the tutetlg suing pressure could not be increased wthoiit an 
obstruction of sotise sort, 

.Applicant has further atiwi &at bypass valve is not part of the isolabon stnng 
but rather is disclosed as b&uig:part of the snvice tool and that the ^latms reqwre (iat the 
object activated valve wt be part of (he sewse tool. In response, (iie exammet noies that 
cohmui 4, luic8 4'$ ^pcciiicaily indicate thatthe bjipiis!! valve SO can be apattof other 
portions of the apparatus otticr tiian the s«ra« toul. 

■■ i'- ' II B n et,(l never tescbes thai the eBftsovtsf 

II I l"^! rU trinjj ami the components of the 

w«ssy v(ir liiccnamsm were Kixd ujKw, by m s.iafliiner to teach the componeots of ijK 
object activstcii ssslvc wtoeh is tctiuireiJ to ncft be a portion of theseryxsc tool. While (h* 
exsiiiiner agnscs wilii spphcaals sfgitment wtfh respcclto clsitas 3 1 and 46, wtb («spca 
to ctium 3£ the examiner notes that th« service uol holds the hail which indimiilv causes 
activation <ff the bypass ^-slvc utechts speeifically tecUed as not nc«i(ng lobe panof 
M setvtoe too). 

With Tsspeci to elauBs 424J. the exiimmer notes thtil the cimms do Jiot t«(Bii« 
to fb« object activstwt valve not be psiti of the service tool nor do the claims tacJude the 
sttucutre at the valve that wwild prerfsde )3» Bse «f vsive 58 to teach the ^iaitned v4!ve; 

Applicant does not accede to the Office's characterization or interpretation of its 
arguments and reserves until a later date its right to challenge this statement. 

CONCLUSION 

Claims 1-34 and 36 - 47 were pending in this application prior to this amendment. 
Claims 1 - 34, 40 and 41 were allowed; claims 36 - 38 and 42 - 45 were rejected; and claims 
and 39, 46 and 47 were objected to. 
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Claims 37, 38, 45 and 47 have been amended, and claims 35, 36, 39, 42 - 44 and 46 have 
been canceled. In light of these amendments. Applicant submits that claims 1-34, 37, 38, 40, 41, 
45, and 47 are now in condition for allowance and a timely notice of allowance is respectfully 
requested. 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for her consideration and effort on this file. If there are 
any questions or if additional information is needed, the Examiner is invited to telephone or 
email the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Locke Liddell & Sapp LLP 



By /s ABDJR 

Albert B. Deaver, Jr. 
Reg. No. 34,318 
Tel.: (713) 226-1141 
adeaver@lockeliddell.com 
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